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TH8 COMPTRQLLIR QENIRAL 
DECISION O F  TH. U N I T I L D  8TATEa 

W A S H I N O T O N .  O . C .  2 0 5 4 8  

8-2 1 84 75  . 2 DATE: May 1 7 ,  1985 FILE: 

MATTER OF: B.H. A i r c r a f t  Company, I n c .  

DIGEST: 

P r o t e s t e r  f i l e d  p r o t e s t  without s t a t i n g  
d e t a i l e d  statement of l e g a l  and f a c t u a l  
grounds of p r o t e s t  and i t s  p r o t e s t  was 
dismissed . Protes  t e r m  s subsequent f i l i n g ,  
wh ich  s t a t e d  a more d e t a i l e d  explanation 
of i t s  p r o t e s t ,  is  a l s o  dismissed s ince  i t  
was not received a t  GAO w i t h i n  t h e  10 
working days required for a timely f i l i n g .  

B.H. A i r c r a f t  Company, I n c .  ( B H A ) ,  p r o t e s t s  t h e  award 
of a con t r ac t  by the A i r  Force t o  Turbo Power and Marine (TP : 
and M )  f o r  the manufacture of s t r u t  assemblies. 

The p r o t e s t  is  d i smis sed .  

On Apri l  2 ,  1985,  t h e  cont rac t ing  o f f i c e r  announced 
t h a t  t h e  successfu l  bidder was TP and M. On April  1 0 ,  1985, 
the General Accounting O f f i c e  (GAO) received a t e l ex  from 
BHA protest ing.  t h e  award w h i c h  was dismissed on the  same day 
because t h e  t e l e x  d i d  not s t a t e  t h e  d e t a i l e d  b a s i s  f o r  
p r o t e s t .  Under our B i d  Protest Regulations,  p r o t e s t s  f i l e d  
w i t h  GAO a r e  required t o  s e t  f o r t h  a d e t a i l e d  statement of 
t h e  l e g a l  and f a c t u a l  grounds of p r o t e s t  including copies of . 
re levant  documents. 4 C.F.R. S 21.1  ( c )  ( 4  ) ( 1 9 8 5 ) .  

The Apri l  10 telex w h i c h  w e  received from BHA s t a t e d ,  
" s p e c i f i c  d e t a i l s  to  follow w i t h i n  s t a t u t o r y  timeframe." 
Subsequently, on Apri l  23, w e  received a more d e t a i l e d  
explanat ion of BHA's b a s i s  f o r  p r o t e s t .  However, since our 
r egu la t ions  r equ i r e  t h a t  p r o t e s t s  be f i l e d  n o  l a t e r  than 10 
days a f t e r  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  the p r o t e s t  is known, i n  t h i s  case 
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April 2, BHA's April 23 filing is untimely. 4 C.F.R. 
S 21.2(a)(2) (1985). Accordingly, BHA's protest is 
dismissed. 

eneral Counsel 
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